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Jeff iiorle#, outlook 
The Washington Post 
11 [30 15 J t., liW 
V/asMngto n, fO 20071 

"ear ^eff , 

beginning with the 1 075 energy crieis.il began using the clear sides of used 
paper* As long as ^ hid any all my writing has been ,on second-hand paper. When I 
noticed tliis I thought y^M might have a little interest in it. ft is something you 
ahoulcjllindorstand . i'll (jet to responding to your 11/22 and you'll be welcome to 
go over and coo any of my ^riwguier/Pena records you may want. 

it is unreal that y$u can say and believe that on "ab($ut 5 percent of the 
story we disagree." When you can say, without citing any aughofity for it, that 
the evidence ox Osvmld f s lone guilt is "overwhelming" we disagree 10Qi. And that 
comes fj&m your ignorance, not any blind refusal to reach a ""consensus. V 
ion can&t say that^a^ know the official evidence. 

Hou can't say that and be familiar witV^thing 1 have written. 

Ulion 1 slcimmed that awful stuff tliat ihm Outlook finally used when you. sent 
earlier i paid little attention t o it. I found it incredible when I road it v/ith 
care. Incredible that you could be that irresponsible, that ignorant of the sub- 
ject matter and still pontificate about it. 

When criticized you do not think at all and you do not reexamine, as you 
should even if you know what you talk abdut, as in that piece you did not. 

When there is fact, and as 1 wrote Outlook, there is an abundance of real 
fact, the official fact thdst was ignored and misrepresented, there is no substi- 
tute far that fact, fou would substitute an impossible "consensus." If you read 
any o.i my work you know that is impossible for mo. As it would have been for dsdfc 
at least two members of the b' ora nifiasioii#If you think the Specterdire going to 
adnat wnat they did you are flalcoy. Lo wh^re will there be any "consensus?" And 
were there one, what could it moarr *ou4ot get the gfeat majority of the larger 
percentage of the people awho do not agree with the official mythology to agree 
with it, which is what your "consensus “ means. 

There is an^ there can be nothing related to the assassination itself tliat 
involves ^riuguior and/or Pena. I doubt there is really anytliing "significant 
about bri nguier tliat you've heard. There was notliing but myth in what the La i 
l ' ontaines wrote about him. fa js also is not really rational. **e was known in the 


Uow u rleans anti-Castro cccmunity ns V62?8£t? "LI LstupidesJl That does not mean 
"Stupid." It means "the stupidity J Pena was some tin- 


ac^iiard 


to understand and was 


perhapa nfcfc always truthful, although ± never caught him in a lie. Then ho £ot 
ln roal troublG ftnd I,ve sot hoard frees bin since before then. Ho hod 




to get involved in that hex business over which there was a big bust* 

If I did not tell you, and x do not remember, Bringuier is a liar when he 
says that Oswald was at hits place for the first time August 5. That lie is to 
explain what he d±d#It was really much earlier* 

XkQ also was not a good person in many ways. Uhat involves others I’d rather 
not talk about but it is pro tty sordid, 

Pena and Jus employes believed that was not Oswald who threw tat spectadilar 
drunk they say was a fdce. Pena also claimed to have seen Oswald often with a 
hesican reporter. Armanda J arvis I'm sure said that and think b$t am less sure 
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that nbaristo Rodriguez also said that. Anders said lie was with a Hex, 
first time I saw ^ringui ;r was nomorablo! 

It was my first trip, when I'd testified to the grand jury andi/as about to 
return home. The detectuve wk[o was to take me to the a’/irport offered to driveme 
around a bit and a how me places of interest. I liked that. When we got to the H a bana, 
the detective parked his car partly on t^e sidewalk of th; 0 us toms building and 
± was about totalco some pictures of the li abana when El Estupidos came# running 
in a crouch from his jpint snapping away iv/th a Until he was V about to 

jump me. The detective stopped that.fj 1 Estupidos then, bigfl-game hunter that he 
was, took those pictures to the NO FBI office, did not want them but he insisted 
that they were very important so they accepted t/)ose he gave them, 
lie believed my inter- sat was in him. X had no such interest. 

According to ^ejraci and hits raothdjws, it v/as in May when Oswald was at 
^ringuior's. There also was an earlier ^eraci-^ringuj.er relationship of which the 
mother did not laiow.lt may have been later, but if it was the mother did not know 

“ boutit - , , 

Oswald used "ringuior, Bringuier was so dumb it too /^Oswald a ^onej. time, 

I liave a J ways wondered how Oswald knew the kind of dope Bringuier id, really 

wno tippecjliim oil,~t is probably taat Oswald is tJie one who reported the unlicensed 

j^ingi&er sale of c jOd DRE bonds, ■‘bringuier had ^ei’aci cluing tliat, Oswald was really 

baiting Bringuier, 

-but none of this has anything t^o do with the assassination. 

At the time of the assassination there really was ver^ little ^uban activity 
in the Bqw Orleans area. There never was any pro-Castro activity and it appears tliat 
the withdrawal of the CIa's support for the CRU marked the end of what little 
anti-Castdo ojsi&jgpy activity there was, I think Arcadia Smith's abdieaw^with the 
little money they liad v/a s part of tliat, ^ and Ronnie Cairo started the ^Srusada, 

^t cost ^aire : •or liaps 010, 000 , money in those days, and I'd not be surprised it 
Arcadia managed to .bitch onto some ox tliat. There was reportedly a Logan Act 
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charge against him vho n he fled IUO. 

Bpinguier was the only DUE in the area. Pena liad been active in £hcr Frente 
but tliat was merged into the OUC and he was not active in that. 

Hone of wliat Posner wroto about N.O. is dependable. ILis sources were it seems 
M Estupides and ||ubie Badeautf, to whom Hale ^ogfts was a ^oimnunist. 

At ti^is ppint in, particular I tliinlc wliat you ,-are up to id a total waste 
of time and can have no connection with the assassination^ itself. 

Until you have the basic facts straight , and x do mean facts, it is not easy 

to perceive wliat is real and related and wliat is not or caiiot be. 

I ^ 

If you reallyjoare for y .ur reputation you'u best back off a bit and try to 

IMiik this whole tiling tlirough. Beginning with wliat you now cannot “just pass 1 ' 
on, wliat you've done for those genuine literary whorej/the La Fona tines • They are 
subjoct^ft matter ignoramuses. They also liave poor judgement go wit id it# They 
actrplly, the;/ say themselves, sp_nt six months on that dickey ^liitc fabrication 
that disintegrates on initial examination to anyone with plain common sense. I 
d pilot remember a single meaningful, worthwhile tiling in their book. Tnoy made up 
wliat they laid on wliat they picked up tliat others had made up^, too. x t is really 
all fiction and you have hung your reputation on it. 

There is no “debate" about thorn ^ your word. They are frauds, per nod. Cheap 
sensation seolcors. ‘/hoover put you onto to them was also a subjoc%matter ignora- > 
mus possessed of the poorest judgement and littlo common sense on the subject. 

Back to ^riiiguier, nobody would really liavo trusted Mm with any information 
of any consequence and tf\at business the La i'omtained soeke to make into some- 
thing about the supposed c=. raing Unban invasion is nonsense as is just about all 
they say about II. 0. and Camp Street. 

Ion do not have either foot on the ground and you are entirely unwilling 
evon to think about that. There is notliing about that ^ontaine fabrication 
that is at all real and until ycT ^ u come to understand that you 1 11 bo wasting 
much time and effort and damaging your reputation ovon more. 

As in saying that in connection with the assassination tliore is "some- 
tiling significant" about Bringuier. I 1 11 bo glad to go over tha with you if you*d 
like but I bojievo it is not possible. 

It will also help ypu to learn that all the assassination nuttiness does 

Off 

not come fro /nuts . ■ L ou\ll probably nob bo willing to believe that but d do urge 
you to have it in mind ;md hen you have any cause to wonder, wonder. But when 
you can bo as persistent in crediting the % 1 ‘ ontaincs I see little possibility * 
oJ; your being capable of that, ^ou cari^/t question yourself about thej^when any 
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cornu*. ;n-senso reading of thoii/book alone sugp: ests tlint. You cling to it d.pspito 
all and all includes t^eir si&fineo \il\cn\ \ tieut thorn whit 1 wrote , thoir modifica- 
tion of their jail story whon wliat thcy*d written was proven to be a physical 
impossibility and their indulgence of thoir dirtiness in ihis~their book otfer 
that# 


V/Jion you call no;:t week do not mice it Monday morning and if Wednesday 
not until late in the morning, donu-mb yr also tliat 1 'retire about 4:30 now, 

'fry to pay attention to wiiat I'm tolling you, ^’hat is in your interest, 
not mine. I have no stake of any kind in it. and you ogght not be running any 
risk of any of that kicking back on you at tlio Post. 
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